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- The MAILING DA TE f this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S. C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 



2a)EED This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 1.6.10.15.16.19.21.23.26 and 37-44 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1.6.10.15.16.19.21.23.26 and 37-44 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)KI All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* see the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 9. 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

(1) 

Claim Objections 

Claim 21 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. Claim 1 discloses that the "coating weight is less than about 10 
g/m 2 ." Claim 21, however, which is dependent upon claim 1, discloses that the coating weight is 
less than about 30 g/m 2 . Claim 21, therefore, fails to further limit claim 1. 

(2) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1, from which claim 16 depends, discloses that the substrate onto which the 
coating is applied is "a substantially non-porous substrate." Claim 16, however, discloses that the 
"substrate is selected from the group consisting of film, foil, paper and combinations thereof." It 
is not understood by the examiner how a substrate such as paper, given its absorptive and porous 
nature, can be considered "a substantially non-porous substrate." While applicant may be his or 
her own lexicographer, a term in a claim may not be given a meaning repugnant to the usual 
meaning of that term. See In re Hill, 161 F.2d 367, 73 USPQ 482 (CCPA 1947). The term 
"paper " in claim 16 is used by the claim to mean "a substantially non-porous substrate," while it 
is accepted that the generic term "paper" defines a material that is inherently porous. 

(3) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

L Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1, 10, 15, 16, 19, 21, 23, 26 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over WO 96/25902 to Werenicz et al. in view of Extrusion Coating & Laminating 
by Mainstone. 

Regarding applicant claims L 10 and 37 , Werenicz et al. disclose a method of coating 
wherein a thermoplastic material comprising a hot-melt adhesive (page 8, lines 24-30), which 
has been made thermally flowable (page 8, lines 29-30) is released from a coating device 3 
(Figure 1) onto a substrate 1 (Figure 3) as a substantially continuous coating without contact 
between the coating device 3 and the substrate 1 and subsequently disposed on the surface of the 
substrate 1 (page 6, lines 7-11). The method of Werenicz et al. is illustrated below: 



FIGURE I 
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Werenicz et al., with regards to applicant claim 1 , also disclose that the coating weight of 
the hot-melt adhesive (thermoplastic material) disposed upon the surface of the substrate 1 may 
be less than 10 g/m 2 wherein the coating material, as per applicant claim 10 , has a complex 
viscosity less than about 500 poise at 1000 rad/sec at the coating temperature (page 8, lines 1-5) 
and wherein, as per applicant claim 37 , the coating device 3 is spaced from the substrate 1 at a 
distance of between 0.5mm and 20mm (page 6, lines 11-17). 

Although Werenicz et al. do not specifically disclose, as per applicant claims 1. 10 and 
37, that the substrate comprises a nonporous or substantially nonporous substrate, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention that the method of 
Werenicz et al. would have been applicable to both porous and non-porous substrates motivated 
by the fact that Mainstone, also drawn to methods of extrusion coating, discloses that it is well 
known in the art to utilize an extrusion coating device to coat both porous (woven and non- 
woven textile webs, etc.) and nonporous substrates (cellophane, biaxially oriented polyester and 
polypropylene films, nylon film, metal foils, polyethylene coated paperboard, etc.) in the 
formation of moisture vapor barriers, liquid barriers, gas transmission barriers, grease barriers, 
heat-sealing surfaces, surfaces with friction modification, variable light reflecting surfaces, and 
surfaces with transparency, opacity or scuff resistance (page 195, columns 1, 2 and 3). 

Given the disclosure of Mainstone, it would have also been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention that the substantially nonporous substrates could 
specifically comprise, as per applicant claim 16 , films or foils. 

As per applicant claims 19, 21 and 26 , Werenicz et al. disclose that the coating device 3 
comprises a slot nozzle (page 6, lines 1-2), which is capable of providing a coating having a 
coating weight of less than 30 g/m 2 (page 8, lines 1-5). They also disclose that the coating device 
3 is spaced from the substrate 1 at a distance of between 0.5 and 20mm (page 6, lines 11-17). 

As per applicant claims 15 and 23 , Werenicz et al. disclose that the complex viscosity of 
the hot-melt thermoplastic coating is less than between 100 and 1000 poise at 1 rad/sec at a 
coating temperature of less than 125° (page 4, lines 1 1-20). 
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(4) 

Claims 42 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
96/25902 to Werenicz et al. in view of Extrusion Coating & Laminating by Mainstone. 

Werenicz et al. and Mainstone, as combined in section (3), above, disclose a method of 
releasing a hot-melt adhesive, that has been made thermally flowable, from a coating device in 
the form of a substantially continuous film without contact between the coating device 3 and a 
substantially nonporous moving substrate web 1 to form a coating on the substrate web 1 having 
a coating weight of not more than 30 g/m 2 and most preferably less than 10 g/m 2 . They do not, 
however, specifically disclose, as per applicant claims 42 and 43 , that the coated substrate is 
essentially free of entrapped air between the coating and the substrate 1. 

Nonetheless, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention that the interface between the coating and the substrate 1 of Werenicz et al. would have 
been essentially free of entrapped air motivated by the fact that the skilled artisan would have 
appreciated that the nip roll 5 (Figure 1) provided by Werenicz et al. would have been capable of 
providing an air-free interface and furthermore by the fact that nip rolls are commonly utilized, 
as opposed to platen presses, to ensure bonding between lamina while, at the same time, 
providing for the exclusion of air through the squeezing action of the nip and the laminae move 
therethrough. 

(5) 

Claims 1 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,747,107 to Bayer, Jr. et al 

As per applicant claim 1 , Bayer, Jr. et al. disclose a method of coating wherein a hot melt 
adhesive, made thermally flowable, is released from a coating device 14 onto a substantially non- 
porous substrate (application roller) 26 as a substantially continuous coating (film) without 
contact between the coating device 14 and the surface 24 of the substrate 26 (Figure 1; abstract). 

Although Bayer, Jr. et al.. as per applicant claim 44 , also disclose that the surface 24 of 
the substrate (application roller) 26 may have a release coating thereon (page 8, lines 19-22), 
they do not specifically disclose, as per applicant claim 1, that the coating weight is less than 
about 10 g/m 2 . 
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Nonetheless, the claimed coating weight would have been the result in routine 
experimentation by one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention taking into 
consideration the specific physical and chemical makeup of the hot-melt adhesive to be coated 
(complex viscosity, T g , etc.), the die size of the extruder, the temperature at which the hot-melt 
adhesive is dispensed from the coater, the speed of the nonporous substrate being coated, etc. 

(6) 

Claims 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
references as combined in section (4), above, in further view of U.S. Patent No. 3,402,086 to 
Smith et al. 

Werenicz et al. and Mainstone, as combined in section (4), above, disclose a method of 
releasing a hot-melt adhesive, that has been made thermally flowable, from a coating device in 
the form of a substantially continuous film without contact between the coating device 3 and a 
substantially nonporous moving substrate web 1 to form a coating on the substrate web 1 having 
a coating weight, as per applicant claims 40 and 41 , of preferably less than 10 g/m 2 wherein the 
interface between the coating and the substrate 1, as per applicant claim 39 , is essentially free of 
entrapped air. They do not, however, specifically disclose, as per applicant claim 38 , that the 
exposed surface of the coated substrate 1 is contacted with a roller. 

Nonetheless, it would have been obvious to do so motivated by the fact that Smith et al., 
also drawn to methods of applying extrusion coated hot-melt adherents onto a substantially 
nonporous (foil) moving web 1, disclose that it is known to contact the exposed surface of the 
substantially continuous film 8 of hot-melt adhesive with a roller 10 immediately after the film 8 
contacts the web 1 in order to attenuate the firmly cohered web to the substrate (Figure 1; 
column 1, lines 10-21; column 2, line 72; column 3, lines 1-12). 

(7) 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
5,747,107 to Bayer, Jr. et al. in view of WO 96/40480 to Enlow et al. 

Bayer, Jr. et al. disclose a method of coating wherein a hot melt polymeric adhesive 
coating 11,13, made thermally flowable, is released from a coating device 14 onto a release 
coated substrate (application roller) 26 as a substantially continuous coating (film) without 
contact between the coating device 14 and the surface 24 of the substrate 26 (Figure 1; abstract) 
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and wherein the release coating on the application roller 26 (page 8, lines 19-22) facilitates the 
transfer of the coating from the surface 24 of the substrate 26 to a second substrate (paper) 30 
(Figure 1; abstract; page 4, lines 13-17; page 9, lines 5-12). 

Although Bayer, Jr. et al. do not specifically disclose that the release coated substrate 
comprises a web, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to utilize a release coated web in place of the release coated roller of Bayer, Jr. et al. 
motivated by the fact that Enlow et al., also drawn to methods for coating extruded thermoplastic 
materials, disclose that it is known to coat an extruded thermoplastic coating onto a release 
coated web from which the coating is then transfer coated onto a second substrate (Figures 1,3; 
abstract; page 8, lines 21-22) and furthermore by the fact that the skilled artisan would have 
appreciated the fact that release coated carriers in the form of continuous belts, webs and rollers 
are well known functional expedients within the transfer arts. 

(8) 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Group II, claims 1, 6, 10, 15, 16, 19, 21, 23, and 
26 in Paper No. 7 is acknowledged. 

(9) 
Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

(10) 

Response to Amendments and Arguments 

The amendments filed April 29, 2002 are have necessitated a new grounds of rejection as 
set forth in sections (1) and (3) - (7), above. Applicant's arguments with respect to art rejections 
of claims 1, 6, 10, 15, 16, 19, 21, 23 and 26 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. The applicant arguments with respect to the rejection of claim 16 
under the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 have bee considered but are not persuasive. The 
Applicant argues that because "the Applicants [sic] have characterized paper as being within the 
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group of nonporous substrates," 1 the rejection should be withdrawn. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. As stated in section (2), above: 

. . . While applicant may be his or her own lexicographer, a term in a claim may 
not be given a meaning repugnant to the usual meaning of that term. See In re 
Hill, 161 F.2d 367, 73 USPQ 482 (CCPA 1947). The term "paper " in claim 16 is 
used by the claim to mean "a substantially non-porous substrate," while it is 
accepted that the generic term "paper" defines a material that is inherently porous. 

Claim 16, therefore, stands rejected as set forth in the first office action mailed January 17, 2001 
and as reiterated in section (2), above. 

(11) 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Applicant is encouraged to FAX After Final Amendments (37 CFR 1.116) to expedite 
delivery to the Examiner. The Group 1734 Facsimile number is (703) 872-9311. A duplicate 
mailed copy of the facsimile transmission is not required and will only serve to delay the 
processing of your application. 

If the applicant prefers to mail in After Final correspondence it is highly recommended 
that such be mailed to BOX AF which will also facilitate processing from the mailroom and 
within Group 1700. 



1 Applicant's remarks at page 4, 2 nd full paragraph. 
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(12) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jerry A. Lorengo whose telephone number is (703) 306-9172. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (703) 308-3853. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 305-7115 for regular 
communications and (703) 305-3599 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 




